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4, In a chance encowter, Senator Margaret
Chase Smith said she would appreciate an Agency situation briefing in the
near future and would be in touch with us.

5. | | During a brief conversation, Senator
J. W. Fulbright commented (in his usual facetious fashion) that in the
current hearings on Southeast Asia he was "learning a lot of things he
never knew before' including the fact that 'you folks seem to be doing
the work of the Lord out there."

6. George Murphy, Joint Committee on
Atomic Energy staff, asked whether in view of the unavailability of
Senator Pastore on Tuesday, 3 March, the Director's appearance could
be put over until Wednesday, 4 March at 10:00 a.m. I said I would check
with the Director and let him know.

7. Met with Frank Slatinshek, House Armed
Services Committee staff, whom I briefed on the Middle East situation,
developments in Laos, and recent Soviet missile tests.

Slatinshek asked some questions about what the Soviets, Japanese
and Chinese Communists were doing in the field of using high-voltage

electronic microscopes in the development of micro-miniaturized computers.

He said he had been told recently byl |the Fermi
Institute at the University of Chicago, that the Soviets, Japanese and
ChiComs were working intensively in this connection, using a powerful
microscope ''in reverse'' to develop micro-miniaturized computer:

circuits and that this technology might be important in weapons application.
Slatinshek was concerned that this might result in a major breakthrough

in weaponry, particularly with regard to the ABM, I said I would consult
with the experts and report back.

8. After checking with | |

| W Division, L called Jay Sourwine, Senate Internal

Security Subcommittee staff, and told him that the list of names that had
been left out of the Castro testimony was inadvertent and that it is all right
to include them for publication.

SECRET

Approved For Release 2007/03/07 : CIA-RDP72-00337R000200210012-1

25X1



Approved For Release 2007/03/07 : CIA-RDP72-00337R000200210012-1

% - -
SECRET
Journal -~ Office of Legislative Counsel Page 2
Tuesday - 17 February 1970

25X1 5.

Talked with Ed Braswell, on the staff of the
Senate Armed Services Committee, about the SI and TK security clearances
25X1 held by| | who has come to the Committee staff from the Bureau
' of the Budget. Braswell indicated thatlIlwas occupying a slot on the 25X1
Preparedness Subcommittee staff but would be working directly for him
(Braswell) on revisions of the law relating to military procurement. He
said it was possible that Senator Stennis would Wantllp__lto sit in on an 25X1
occasional  hearing in the SI-TK category and asked if we could continue
25X1 Qdearances if we had no objection. I told Braswelll saw no reason
why s could not be done. ’

25X1 6. Talked with Bill Woodruff, on the staff of the
25X1A Senate Appropriations Committee, who asked if we would get for him the
order-of-battle figures which were included in| |briefing on Laos

last week. I told him I would be glad to do this.
Woodruff also asked if I would mention to John Clarke Woodruff's

25X1A interest in getting our total intelligence effort dollar figure when it was
available. I have passed this on tol |of OPPB.
25X1 : . . :
7. Jim Gehrig, Chief Counsel, Senate Space Com-

mittee, called and said he would like to meet with Dave Brandwein at his
convenience early next week for a briefing which would bring him up-to-date
on Soviet space activity., He said he would also like to have Bill Parker and
Craig Voorhees, of his staff, attend if this was agreeable. Gehrig said that
he could come to Headquarters for the briefing. I will check with Mr.
Brandwein on this.

25X1 8. | | Scott Cohen, on the staff of Senator Charles

D Percy (R., Ill.), called and requested a briefing on the Soviet and Chinese
missile threat for Senators Cooper and Percy and Bill Miller, of Cooper's
staff, and himself for their background use in connection with the upcoming
ABM debate. I told Cohen I could foresee problems on this because it has
been the Director's practice to limit briefings in these special briefing
categories to members and committee staff personnel designated by the
Chairman of their committee after mutual agreement with the Director,
I told Cohen I would raise the question however and be back in touch.
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|secret ntelligence reports, these

experts have deduced that 18
.{months ago the Russians
launched an “interceptor-in-
spector-destroyer” satellite, of-
ficlally named Cosmos 248,
which homed in on two_other

fibets of the Cosmos class,
1249 and 252, and somehow de-
1 ;__,tl:_lem. . = j.i
ie- United States Air_Force
yared plans for such a sa%ei-“
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Jould need’ & Tong Fampe
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Fiyer a satellite into Ofbits
miles or more above the
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srce, ‘which track Soviet
s almost from the
they leave théir launch-
ads, originally saw the
shof target sitellites and
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#ccording to officially ublished
reports, the radars later de-|
tected 25 pleces of each space-
craft, indicating that’.an explo-
sion had occurred.

The experts moted that the
e¥plosions, which could have
Yeem caused by small onboard
missiles with conventional war-
heads such as the Sidewinder
#ype, occurred about the time
that the target spacecraft were
near Cosmos 248, which is still
tircling the earth.

“For more than a year, it is
gaid, the Russians successfully
masked the tests by conduct-
ing them while public atten-
tion and private radars were
fosused on the United States’
first three-man flight, Apollo 7,

g 6n the Soyuz 3 rendezvous:
-misston, which was the Soviet
Union’s first manned flight in
18§ months, Both flights took
place in October, 1968.

__The possibility that such an
BB satellite-destroyer sys-

~=ggm could be developed was

believed to have arisen at the
. &alks on limiting strategic arms

€d held ?y the United States and
%IE "Coviet Union in Helsinki,

Finland, late last year. Accord-
" ing to unconfirmed reports,
*the preliminary discussions in-
* ¢huded a suggestion for agree-
¢ ment that neither country
. would interfere with the
- other’s satellites.

When the United States Air
Force prepared its plan 11
yeurs ago, the orbital attack
system was given the code
name Saint, a contraction of
«satellite inspection and inter-
ception satellite.” When re-
search - "and development
started a decade ago, the Radio
Cerporation of America was
given the role of prime con-

DATE % % go )
W’03IO7 : CIA-RD g 2002100 -
o | |iterception and inspection

programi, without™ a destroyer
capability.

An inspector-interceptor sat-
ellite would be launched into
an orbit similar to that of the
spacecraft to be investigated.
It would be maneuvered on
ground command, as Cosmos
248 was believed to have been,
to make minor course changes
befpre a rendezvous with the
itgrget. When they met, it would
[inspeet the target satellite with
tﬂ_l&vxsxon cameras and radia-
tion detectors, and transmit the
data to ground stations,

Intense secrecy surrounds
both American and Soviet mili-
tary space efforts. For example,
neither side even reveals how
much it spends on military
satellites much less where the
money goes.

Sources in the aerospace in-
dustry say, however, that a
year before the Cosmos 248
flight the American intelligence
networks knew that the Rus-
sians were working on a satel-
lite destroyer. ’

One person who has dis-
cussed the Soviet program
open]y and has tried to call
attention to it is Geoffrey E.;
Perry, the British space expert
who first announced in 1966
that the Russians had heen
launching military spacecraft
from: a secret new base at
Plesetsk, south of Archangel in
northern European Russia. Mr.|
Perry is apparently the first’
person not connected with al-
lied intelligence services to
have detected the nature of
the Soviet flights, as well as
that of the Plesetsk base.

Deductions From Data

Mr. Perry is the headmaster
of the grammar school in
Kettering, Northdmptonshire,
where students uséd war sur--
plus radio equipment to track
the satellites launched from the
base, which was then utknown.
The collected data on the or-
bital paths was fed to a com-
puter and the latitude and lon-
gitude were subsequently de-
termined.
. Mr. Perry said in a telephone
interview from his home that
flights “‘suggest that the Rus-
sians have developed an inter-
ceptor satellite.”

i

tractor,

Blueprints for a satellite that]

0
“Cosmos 248 was approached

could destroy, as well as inter-) by .the iwo spacecraft, which

cept and inspect, were
up earlier but it is
that they have been shelved.
Technical experts in the aero-
space industry, which y
develop a system against
satellites on Defense Depart-

ment orders, have hinted that!

the Air Force, under a differ-
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believed’igribt and

would [

drawn'| were maneuvered into a similar

then disintegrated,”
“From this it is not
assume that
added a de-
in - addi-

he added.
ynreasonable to
the Russians have
struction capability,
tion to interceptions.”
One mysterious element of

the rendezvous and destruction
€

nformation published Dby
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National geYonautics and Space
Administraflbn that was ob-
tained from the Air Force Aero-
space Defense Command, Cos-
mos 249 blew up within a day
or so of its launching, Oct. 20,
1968, but data on the destruc-
tion of Cosmos 252 are less
specific.

“The date that it did blow up
ig still classified,” said a spokes-
man for the Aerospace Defense
Command at Ent Air Force Base
in Colorado Springs, Colo. All
data on Soviet space launchings!
are sent there for correlation
and analysis.

A ‘New Wrinkle' Discerned

But information published by!
NASA here indicates that the
explosion took place within two
weeks of the launching of Cos-
mos 252, on Nov. 1, 1968.
Cosmos 248 was launched Oct.
19 of that year. :

Annuncements from Moscow
about the flights were even
more sparse, with Tass, the
Soviet press agency, merely:

stating that the mission was
aimed at “‘gathering data for
Russia’s space program.” i

An American observer of the
Soviet space effort described
the Cosmos flights as “an inter-
esting new wrinkle.”

“1’s certainly not a bad in-
ference to assume that the Rus-
sians have such an interception
and destruction capability,” he
continued. “There has been
such a potential since the first
days of space flight.”

He cautioned against becom-
ing alarmed over the Soviet
flights “because there is no sign
that either side is going to de-
stroy the other’s satellites.”

«After all® he added, “the
world is filled with weapons
that are not being used.”

But, he continued: “If I were]
a Russian military planner I
would want such & system on
the shelf, knowing that it would
work.”

A second American space
expert, who also asked that his
lidentity not be made public,
|was somewhat more pessimistic
labout Soviet antisatellite ef-
gorts, which he said first had
‘been detected in 1967.

«f am concerned about this
t00,” he said. He noted that an
antisatellite system could be
employed against American re-
connaissance satellities that fly
over the Soviet Union daily,
eavesdropping on radar and
communications and taking
photographs.
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9. Called Ed Braswell, Chief of Staff, Senate
Armed Services Comimni: for clarification of reports from DIA regarding
their appearance before Committee on 29 January. Braswell said that
on two separate occasic: . mecretary Laird had "tried to serve up Mr., Helms'"

as part of a joint CIA/Di’ Lriefing on the strategic threat., Braswell
speculated that Laird had tried to employ this device 'to kick off his new
ABM pitch,'" Braswell said Chairman Stennis had not accepted Laird's

proposal, but at the opening of the DIA briefing on 29 January had sought

to assure himself that the DIA briefing was based on material shared with
CIA, and on agreed estimates.

Referring to the Director's 30 January appearance, Braswell said
there was considerable interest in the tactical air situation in Europe
and our Subcommittee might wish to call the Director back to discuss this
problem at some future date. k

10, Called Russ Blandford, Chief Counsel,
House Armed Services Committee, to say that in response to his question
of 23 January the Agency had never received any firm warning from any
Iranian officials regarding an imminent coup in Libya. I said the Shah and
others had occasionally spoken of the instability of the old regime in Libya
and Nasir might want to take advantage of the situation. However I said we
had never received any information from the State Department or anyone

else about a specific warning

11, Representative John O. Marsh called to
say that he would Iike to discuss with me tomorrow a couple of items
regarding his report to the Appropriations Committee Chairman on his
recent trip to Southeast Asia. We agreed to meet, probably at my home,

after the Lipscomb funeral services.

JOHN M. MAURY L1
cc: Legislative Counsel
ER
O/DDCI

Mr. Houston; Mr. Goodwin
DDI DDS DDS&T
EA/DDP OPPB
Item 1 - WH Division
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